IQ2                           MY    FATHER

Important still, they wanted to wipe out the " pauper
taint" connected with public assistance. Father
agreed with them. Yet now that the Poor Law
and the Guardians are wiped out, the lot of the poor
is immeasurably worse. I do not think the poor
mind very much whether assistance comes from
Guardians, county councils, or the government.
The "taint of pauperism" has lost a lot of its
colour now that it is not accompanied by the loss
of the vote.

I remember a debate between father and Harry
Quelch (a leader of the old Social Democratic
Federation) in the Holborn Town Hall on this
very subject a few years before the war. Father
was supporting the Minority Report of the Royal
Commission on the Poor Law and was all for tak-
ing the unemployed entirely out of the Poor Law
atmosphere and providing them with work or main-
tenance through the medium of the newly-formed
labour exchanges: but Quelch maintained that
the abolition of the Poor Law would result in throw-
ing the poor into the hands of reactionary borough
and county councils. On this matter 1 think history
proves Quelch to have been right. The county
councils have always been a stronghold of Toryism,
and remain yet to be captured by the Socialists*

So far as the unemployed are concerned father
now takes his stand with the majority of the Labour
Party. He stands for work or maintenance, whether
the unemployed is destitute or a millionaire. At a
first glance this policy may seem fantastic, but it